Harold 5feisberg 
Jlyettstovn, Md. 20734 
October 25, 1953 


c> isn k ‘ 

The President 

The University of California at Los Angeles 
Los .angolas, Calif. 

^ear Air, 


The investment of the prestige of your university, the finds of the taxpayers of 
California sad the integrity of a number of students end teaching assistants in a 
mixed commercial venture and defense of Lesley Liebeler strikes me as a dubious pro jo ct 
for a great public institution, one that I am writing to asksryou to reconsider, -"-t is 
in any event one of the most quastioa&hls intent, if not from your point of view, cert- 
ainly from mine and I believe from ons of honorable scholarship. 

The New York -Times of October 23 reports that Mr. Liefceler is again sitting in 
judgement on himself. I say .gain because he ^accomplished this for the first time in 
the book Inquest , for which he provided much of the material and in which he is por- 
trayed as little short of heroic. 

Tbs work of the President’s Commission is ons of the. major controversial subjects 
of the day. It certainly should be approached by scholars, independent of the participants 
jfer Liebaler, whose own participation is public and ’whose, performance must bo part of 
what is studied and analyzed to sit- at th top of two teams of researchers is not con- 
sistent with imnert ialiity . I further wonder about the position of students whose work 
is the be graded, presumes bly by Liebeler, and whose participation amounts to a subsidy 
by their parents. 

I quote from the Tima s : “Sr. Liebeler said this week that the study hod been 
prompted by two books that sharply criticized the Warren Commission report, "Bush To 
Judgement” by Mark Lane --nd "Inquest" by Edvard Jay Epstein.” I suggest this is not 
at all th|?case. 

Mr. Lane, for reasons 1 presume he will at some future data, when it will have 
little impact on the sale of his book, explain, has seen fit to render faceless all the 
assistant counsel of the Commission. sthile • he pretends his quotations ore direct and 
unaltered, they are- In fact altered to replace the names of the questioners with the 
letter "Q,«. Thus the reader, now end in history, are denied in his work the essential 
knowledge: who did what work an the Commission. The assistant counsel did by far the 
bulk of the work, despite the contrary and inoccurste statement in the introduction to 
1% Lane’s book. 


To -hr. Epstein Mr. Liebeler is a hero, £ conclusion bs was able to reach, not 
doubt, more easily because of his abundant indebtedness to your professor -ad because 
cf the association between them. 


It is no- logical to assume that Mr. Liebaler 
that does not name him or the book that glorifies hi 
he is concerned about the book he deliberately and, 
ship, dishonestly ignored, the book that happens tc 
entirely end solidly on the work of the Commission, 
tVEIl’ki: AfH : THJ RwrOffi? Uk .ILs -us-HibiLT R .I'O.Tf. 


s apprehension is over the book 
ii. it is reasons hi; to assume that 
in a project of pretended shcolar- 
b -3 the only cits that is based 

upon its record. This is ray hook. 


Nor can if be because Mr. Liebeler is unctars cf nj book, ob only was if the 

first, but. ho personally ordered s copy from mea.( for which ha has yat to pay). Se 
had an exchange of correspondence in Luly in ubich he ate ten ho round ao-v-e oi^ tae 

references of my book less than complimentary to him. In response I cited each of 
the references to him and solicited his comment. I particularly directed his attention 
to his handling of the photographic witnesses, port of Mr. Liebaler ’s function on the 



Commission - and 9 very imocrtsnt one - he and ljLi3 apologists avoid mentioning, -^or 
example, in this same limaa story, “r. Liebeler s modaptcsbout his work is apparent; 
"Mr Lieheler... wrote the chapter dealihg with Oswald s^ha ckground and possible 
motives... and says he also wrote part of another chsptSr about possibly conspiracy...'’ 
Mr. Liebelar hos been without response to my letter, I presume from this that he has 
been without complaint. 

jjjy complaint to you is not that my cork is not to port of what is misnamed 
scholarship and research at your institution. Not is it that, with perhaps a proud 
author's lack of impartiality, that I believe my work is by far the most complete. 

It is simuly that I do not believe you want to be in the position of putting a ~ox to 
guard the chicken house, possibly you would bprefer that I say this s different way, 
that we do not, in our society, put the accused ins the judge's seat. However it is 
phrased, there is no honorable formulation of the present situation that does not 
cast Wesley Liebelar in the role of the accused and there is no fair one that can 
allow him to preside over the determination. 


It is no t the 


cxritj.es of the barren * l eport who are now being judged, it is 


.hat document itself, its critics can be judged only ±u 


terms of that document. lour 


professor is one of the authors of that Report, ss I see it with a responsibility 
second to none of his associates oil the Commission staff, i'hst you woula even consider 
permitting him, on behalf of your institution, to judge himself, is outrageous. It is 
not in accord with the normal concepts and standard* of scholarship. And it izuo», it 
I may express a personal opinion, in accord with the function of a public institution. 

This last point I sent to emphasize because what Mr. Liebelar is really engaged 
upon, aside from a Questionable effort at self-defense and mu-, trsasterral ox clame 
to others, is a plain commercial venture. &a is publishing a book, .hat he has ao®, 
with your cooperation, ecffiomplished, is to make your university, its teaching assistants 
and EC members cf the student body, its other facilities ana supplies and a cove a^l 
its reputation, part of his commercial venture. 

Cannot esley Liebelar write his book in his own name alone and with his own 
effort clone- It, is proper for the taxpayers of California and at least inairaetly of 
the entire country to be made unpaid partners in his comr.iercic-1 ambitions 1 hi s s 
fear, is the present situation. Arc you to be made. his character endorsement 1 ^ ire 
you and your institution to be placed in the position 01 de lending hi* v-onuu^o ^ 
•performance as a member of the staff of the Commission 1 ^re we to expect those ^tud-nts 
whose careers may depend upon the attitude of their professor towara vh® tc oa^about 
him these harsh things I submit the public _ record more »aan justifies. Loayyou w.-.nt 
your stucoiOL'ts to b© plscad in such ^ posivioii* 

There is another pert of the Tines story I find troubling. It declares that 
certain records of the Commission that have hitherto been kept secret are no^w to be 
made available to Mr. Lieheler, through those you an paying to nelp him. I. ~^? ens 
that I have bean researching that archive, ana that 1 h ve complete " ; 

based unon this research. Is it fair thet whet was denied me end othetf studying , his 
archive have been kept secret from us but be made available to Mr. AaoMai 1 
attempt at self- justification, his endeavor with «-r. T5pp..ein, ; nso * .tUaent i , 
failed! Are these the conditions cf honest and iapar viol scholarship, >. ■= 7 7 

university see them; 


story, seems 


lament his lack of p 


Mr. .uiebeler, again irom fbc- - -- -■ ■ v ? - -- - ^ -r±. 

participation fr* slender suit, Mr. lane not yet hewing nade his threat goes. It 
Is within Mr, Liebelar*. power to satisfy himself on this account, shouluae find 
the inference of his unsolicited single latter to me valid, he need only iile Mit 
for slander against as. If the legale necessities for such or. action ao not fee » 
satisfied by the printc-d word, 1 shell he hsppy to accept your ^ uV1 '°, 

address your student body and read all the words pertaining l0 "* r * i,lb 
book aloud. 




I a " without funds to defend such an action, but I an confident that ,be re 
are eminent counsel inyour state who would see to it that I do not have to appear 
without c aapetsnt represent it ion. ' hi la, in th remote and to me inconceivo ® 
event Hr-. Liabaler should win such sn action before an hon st court, sa certainly 
™ "are, there is not much by way of » motion h could gain (lor :ry ,-crk in 
this field has not enriched me with money) would have the great satx^faotion 
of defending his honor. 

It is not that I sack notoriety in court. There are a number of actions 1 might 
file on my own. I do not regard this subject as one that should he suojeotcu co 

you with him, nd with you, your State sad its people. 

The one advantage of a court proceeding is that it provides a c-eans of seeking 

bl SSL* sad still tithiu the ...te.ic =««■ for ? ..ple, etc, s .y 
»„d entirely froa the ” SSt 

body^could^Letermine " 1 from the "citations which I shall give whether his perfcmances -was 
constant with tbs high standards that should prevail on such a commies ion. ^re it 
W&thin my. means. I’d seek a 1 -rger body or possibly one ot .aft IV iuogi-emo W i-ur are . 

In due course, we could address our. selves to ’'evidence in ^ 

not entirely reflected in the textrf the^erre ^report . to *u otejr, . Ueb^ r^x ^ 

3 sen.se he did not intend, rie cn 2 .uj.nutf u, - , , . m T^i-nds". 

acids to ho nut in o» short, concise place so that readers can maka up their own min 

With Ms groat anxiety to consider this or to n«vo "^J^^^^VtoMm “as 
diss -pointed tfefvhe one current work that makes this possible with resp-ct 

S :£Stic?J™ f 

a ° short 6 time' I Sno^methi^ SS 

^y Vte "member sis* of the 

^ommii eion and why ^specially if thiov/as knowledge d-mai them by the oxtt , < 
whom Mr. Liebeler was sn important member. 

Hot the least outrageous as ect of Hr. Liebeler' s public comment but one I 
esneciallv call to you attention because yojfr iaatitutuon has oecome ^rt* to Ms 

it -it *»«*!-«« i= «™t ‘•“r^s 1 ns/^«ss5 
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o»r «,; r =h“L fob tbs «l»i«rt 

of this is in vfiXfls.tkJi. 

Inc s r «? iy yo u rs * 


is :aec-ci entire ly ^ rc’j 


Harold k'eisberg 



